Upon reviewing our recently published research article [1], we noticed that some of the data presented in the manuscript and on the tables were incorrectly presented. These mistakes do not change the overall conclusions regarding the high accuracy of miR-203 and miR-205 as diagnostic markers of neck metastases in HNSCC. All in all, the sensitivity rate for both markers was 92.9 % (39/42, CI 95 %, 80.5-98.4), with a specificity level of 100 % (71/71, CI 95 %, 94.9-100) (Table 2; Figure 6B ).
All in all, the sensitivity rate for both markers was 92.9 % (39/42, CI 95 %, 80.5-98.4), with a specificity level of 100 % (71/71, CI 95 %, 94.9-100) (Table 2; Figure 6B ).
With the amended text
All in all, the sensitivity rate for both markers was 93.3 % (42/45, CI 95 %, 81.7-98.6), with a specificity level of 100 % (68/68, CI 95 %, 94.7-100) (Table 2; Figure 6B ). Moreover, negative predictive values were of 95.9 % (95 % CI, 88.6-99.1 %) and positive predictive values of 100 % (95 % CI, 90.9-100 %) for both microRNAs (Table 3) .
Moreover, negative predictive values were of 95.9 % (95 % CI, 88.6-99.1 %) and positive predictive values of 100% (95 % CI, 91.5-100 %) for both microRNAs (Table 3) . With the amended table: FFPE, formalin-fixed paraffin embedded; FNA, fine-needle aspiration; PPV, positive predictive value; NPV, negative predictive value; AUC, area under the ROC curve; CI, confidence interval
